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EXHIBIT 1 IN SUPPORT OF STIPULATION, DECISION AND ORDER 
FPPC NO. 08/668 

EXHIBIT 1 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 
Respondent Tracy McMahon (Respondent McMahon) was an unsuccessful candidate for 

the Jarupa Unified School District Governing Board in the November 4, 2008 election in 
Riverside County, CA.  Respondent Committee to Elect Tracy McMahon (“Respondent 
Committee”) was the committee established to support her candidacy.  Respondent Noreen 
Considine (Respondent Treasurer) was the treasurer of Respondent Committee. 

 
Additionally, Respondent Noreen Considine was a successful candidate for the Jarupa 

Unified School District Governing Board in the November 4, 2008 election in Riverside County, 
CA.  Committee to Elect Noreen Considine was Respondent Considine’s candidate controlled 
committee, and Respondent Considine was the treasurer of Committee to Elect Noreen 
Considine.  Committee to Elect Noreen Considine is not a Respondent in this matter. 

 
In this matter, Respondents accepted a cash contribution in excess of $100 and failed to 

verify a campaign statement as required by the Political Reform Act1

 
. 

For the purposes of this Stipulation, Respondents’ violations of the Act are stated as 
follows: 

 
COUNT 1: Respondents Tracy McMahon, Committee to Elect Tracy 

McMahon, and Noreen Considine, on or about October 3, 2008, 
received a cash contribution in excess of $100, in violation of 
Government Code Section 84300, subdivision (a). 

 
COUNT 2: Respondents Tracy McMahon, Committee to Elect Tracy 

McMahon, and Noreen Considine, on or about October 31, 2008, 
failed to verify and sign under penalty of perjury a campaign 
statement, in violation of Government Code Section 81004. 

 
 

SUMMARY OF THE LAW 
 

An express purpose of the Act, as set forth in Section 81002, subdivision (a), is to ensure 
that receipts and expenditures in election campaigns be fully and truthfully disclosed in order 
that the voters may be fully informed and improper practices be inhibited.   
 

                                                 
1  The Political Reform Act is contained in Government Code Sections 81000 through 

91014.  All statutory references are to the Government Code, unless otherwise indicated.  The 
regulations of the Fair Political Practices Commission are contained in Sections 18110 through 
18997 of Title 2 of the California Code of Regulations.  All regulatory references are to Title 2, 
Division 6 of the California Code of Regulations, unless otherwise indicated. 
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Cash Contribution Prohibition 
 

Section 84300 of the Act provides that no contribution of one hundred dollars or more be 
made or received in cash. 

 
 

Signing and Verifying Reports and Statements 
 
 

All campaign reports and statements filed must be signed under penalty of perjury and 
verified by the filer. The verification must state that the filer has used all reasonable diligence in 
its preparation, and that to the best of her knowledge it is true and complete.  A report or 
statement filed by a committee must also be signed and verified by the treasurer. Government 
Code Section 81004.  
 
 

SUMMARY OF THE FACTS 
 

Respondent McMahon was an unsuccessful candidate for the Jarupa Unified School 
District Governing Board in the November 4, 2008 election in Riverside County, CA.  
Respondent Committee was the committee established to support her candidacy.  Respondent 
Treasurer was the treasurer of Respondent Committee.  Noreen Considine is Tracy McMahon’s 
step-mother.  Considine and McMahon coordinated many of their campaign activities during the 
election, including printed materials that listed both of their candidacies. 

 
Additionally, Respondent Noreen Considine was a successful candidate for the Jarupa 

Unified School District Governing Board in the November 4, 2008 election in Riverside County, 
CA.  Committee to Elect Noreen Considine was Respondent Considine’s candidate controlled 
committee, and Respondent Considine was the treasurer of Committee to Elect Noreen 
Considine.  Committee to Elect Noreen Considine is not a Respondent in this matter. 

 
 Respondents raised a total of $11,000 for the campaign.  All the funding appears to be 
loans to the campaign by the Respondent McMahon.  Respondent McMahon did not personally 
sign or verify any of the campaign disclosure statements filed by her committee.  All that were 
signed and verified were done so by her treasurer, Noreen Considine.  The statement filed on 
October 31, 2008 did not contain any signatures or verifications. 
 

Respondents initial semi-annual statement, filed on October 7, 2008 did not list the 
source of any of the $16,000 in contributions it reported as being received on the summary page 
of the report.  Respondents filed an amended pre-election statement that reported $10,000 in 
money received in the form of a loan to the campaign from Tracy McMahon.  On the original 
statement filed on October 7, $16,000 was reported, which was then amended on the amended 
statement to reflect $10,000.  However, a review of the committee’s records indicated that only 
$5,000 was deposited into the committee bank account during the pre-election period. 
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Respondents then filed a pre-election statement on October 31, 2008 which reported a 
$6,000 loan to the campaign from Tracy McMahon.  Investigation revealed that the form of the 
$6,000 loan had two parts.  First, four thousand dollars of the contributions were made from a 
checking account that listed Respondent McMahon’s husband and father solely on the checks 
from the account.  Respondent McMahon stated she was not a signatory to that account. 
Respondent McMahon also stated that the remaining $2,000 of the loan was made in cash by her  
and deposited directly into the campaign checking account. 
 
 Additionally, on October 28, 2008, $4,701.81 was transferred via check from Respondent 
Committee to The Committee to Elect Noreen Consadine.  The Committee to Elect Noreen 
Consadine reported this transaction as a forgiven loan made by Noreen Considine to the 
committee.  Respondent Committee did not report this transfer of funds on its campaign 
disclosure forms at all.. 
 
 

COUNT 1 
(Receipt of Cash Contribution) 

 
Respondents accepted a cash contribution of two thousand dollars on or about October 3, 

2008.  By accepting a cash contribution of $100 or more, Respondents violated Section 84300, 
subdivision (a) of the Act. 

 
 

COUNT 2 
(Failure to Sign and Verify Campaign Statement) 

 
Respondents failed to sign and verify a campaign statement filed on or about October 31, 

2008.  By failing to sign and verify a campaign statement, Respondents violated Section 81004 
(a) of the Act. 

 
CONCLUSION 

 
This matter consists of two counts of violating the Act carrying a maximum 

administrative penalty of $10,000.  
 
In determining the appropriate penalty for a particular violation of the Act, the 

Enforcement Division considers the typical treatment of a violation in the overall statutory 
scheme of the Act, with an emphasis on serving the purposes and intent of the Act. Additionally, 
the Enforcement Division considers the facts and circumstances of the violation in context of the 
factors set forth in Regulation 18361.5, subdivision (d)(1)-(6): the seriousness of the violations; 
the presence or lack of intent to deceive the voting public; whether the violation was deliberate, 
negligent, or inadvertent; whether the Respondent demonstrated good faith in consulting with 
Commission staff; and whether there was a pattern of violations. 
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For Count 1, receiving a cash contribution, this can be a serious violation of the Act as it 
deprives the public of knowledge of campaign contributions and their sources.  The 
administrative penalties for a violation of Section 84300 subdivision (a), depending on the facts 
of the case, have varied from the low to high range of available penalties.  
 
 
 For Count 2, failing to sign and verify a campaign statement, this can be a serious 
violation of the Act as it raises questions about whether the information contained in campaign 
disclosure forms is true and accurate and can result in a lack of accountability for those who 
would file statements with false information.  The administrative penalties for a violation of 
Section 84100 have varied depending upon the circumstances of the case. 
 
 
 

AGGRAVATING FACTORS 
 

Respondents committed numerous violations of the Act that had the effect of depriving 
the public of timely accurate knowledge of the nature of the campaigns contributions and 
expenditures.  Because of the mitigating factors listed below, however, only two violations were 
identified for enforcement action. 
 
 

MITIGATING FACTORS 
 

Respondents did not have experience with the Act and were first-time candidates.  
Additionally, Respondents have no prior history of violating the Act and cooperated with the 
investigation. 
 
 

PENALTY 
 

The facts of this case, including the aggravating and mitigating factors discussed above, 
justify imposition of the agreed upon penalty of Two Thousand Dollars ($2,000), One Thousand 
Dollars each for Count 1 and Count 2, respectively. 

 
 


